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starch, and saccharin had been substituied wholly or in parl for food swectener,
wlich the article purported to be.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the statementi on
the label “ Special Concentrated Sweetencr 500" was false and wisleadiug in
that it represented lhe product to be 500 times sweceter than sugar. whereas, in
truth and in faci, il was not 500 {imes sweeter than sugar. and for the further
reason that the artlicle was an imitation of, and was offered for sale under (lLe
distinetive name of, another article.

On QOctober 8, 1920, no claimanl having appeared for the properly, defaulg
decree of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, aud it was ordered by the
courl thai the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

1. D. Bair, Acting Sceretary of Agriculture.

STST. Misbhranding of Hal's Texas Wonder. U, S, * *x * ~x 3 Doxen
Bottles of Hall’s Texas Wonder, Defanlt decree of condemnation,
forfeiture, and destraction. (I'. & D. No. 12989, 8. No. C-2004.)

On July 3, 1920, the TUnited States attorney for the Souihern Disirict
of Alabama, acting upon a vreport by the Secretary of Agriculiuve, filed
in the District Court of the TUnited States for said district a libel for
the seizure aund condemmnation of 3 dozen bottles of Hall’s Texas Wonder,
remaining unsold in the origmal unbroken packages al Birmingham, Ala.,
alleging that the article had been shipped by G. Nash, St. Louis. AMo., on orv
about June 21, 1920, and transported from the State of Missouri inlo the State
of Alabszwa, and echarging misbranding under the Food and Drugs Acl, asg
amended. The article was labieled in part, A Rewmedy for Kidney and Bladder
Troubleg, Weak and Lame Backs, Rheumatism and Gravel. Regulates Blad-
der Trouble in Childrev,” (small circular, headed “ Reuad Cavefuliv™) “In
cases of Gravel and Rheumatic {roubles it should be taken every night in 25-
Arop doxes until relieved.”

Analysig of a sample of (he product by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
dcpartment showed that it cousisled ol copaiba, rhubarb, colchicum, guaiac,
turpentine, alcoliol, and water.

Misbranding of the ariicle was alleged in the libel {for the reason (hat the stafe-
nients on the carton or lahel, aboy e quoted, with reference to the therapeutic and
curative qualities of said drug, were Talse and misleading and false and fraudu-
lent, and thal the same were known o he false and fraudulent by the manufac-
{urer, shipper, and those thus labeling said drug al the time it was go labeled.

On September 6, 1920, no claimant-having appeared for the propertyv, a de-
fault decree of condemnation aund forfeiture ivas entered, and it was ordered
by the court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshsal.

. D. Barr, Acling Sceretary of Agricullure.

S7TA8. Misbranding of Dy, Burkhart’s Vegefable Compound. U, 8§, * *+ *

24D 6>

v, 332 Dozen Packages, 25-Cenl Size, and 36 Dosen Prackages,
90-Cent Size, of Dr. Burkbart's Vegetable Compound. Conseut de-
evee of condemnation and forfeiture. Geoods released nunder Dond.
(1", & D. No. 13041, 1. 8. No, 24718§-r. 8. No. C-2033.)

Oun or about July 17, 1920, the United States attorney for ithe Digtrict of
Indiang, acting upon a rveport hy lhe Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said distriel a libel for (he seizure
and condemnation of 332 dozen packages, 25-cent size, and 36 dozen packages,
50-cent size, of Dr. Burkhart's Vegetable Compound, remaining unsgold in the
original unbroken packages ai Indianapolis, Ind., alleging that the artivle
had been shipped on or about April 29, 1920, by W. S. Burkhart, Cincinnati,
Ohio, and transported from the Stale of Ohio into the State of Indiana, and
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charging mishranding under the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article
was labeled in part, *“ Dr. Burkhart’s Vegetable Compound Recommended for
Kidney and Liver Discase, Fever and Ague, Rheumatism, Sick and Nervous
Headache, Erysipelas, Scrofula, Female Complaints, Catarrh, Indigestion,

Neuralgia, Nervous Affection, Dyspepsia *» * * and all Syphilitic Dis-
cuses ¥ o EY

Analysis of a <ample of the product by the Buveau of Chemisiry of tlus
depariment showed that it consisied of pills composed essentlially of aloovs,
plani exiraetives and resins (podophyllum indicated), and capsicum.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the marks and
bramds consisting of s~aid statements, above quoted, were false and misleading,
and, with re~pect to the curative and therapeutic effecls of said article, were
false and fraudulent in that the article did not contain any ingredient or
combination of ingredienils capable of producing the resulls claimed.

On October 13, 1920, W. 8. Burkhart, claimant, having filed an answer
admitiing the allegations of the libel and consenting 10 a decree, a consent
decree of condemmation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be releaxed to said claimant upon the payment of the
costg of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the penal sum of $1,000,
in conformity with section 10 of the act.

. D. Barr, Acting Secretary of Agricullure.

87SS., Adalteration and misbhranding of bireh oil. U. 8. * % * v, 3
Cans of 2 Product Purporting te be 0il of Birch., Default decree of
coundemnation, forfeituve, and destruetion, (F. & D. No, 13058, 1. S.
No. 6231~(. 8. No. 11-2419.)

On July 20, 1920, {he United States attorney for {he Southern District of
New York, acting upon a repori“hy the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Couri of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure
and condemnation of 8 cans containing 1141 pounds of a product purporting
to be oil of birch, remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages at New
York, N, Y., alleging that {he article had been shipped on or aboul June 22,
1920, by T. J. Ray, Newland, N. ¢}, and fransporied from the State of North
Carolina into the Staie of New York, and charging adulteralion and misbrand-
ing under the I'vod and Drugs Aci, The article was labeled in part, * Natural
0Oil Birch.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
was sold under and by a name recognized in the United States Pharmacopeoeia,
and differed from the Pharmacopaeial standard of strength, quality, and purity
as determined hy ihe tests 1aid down in the said United States Pharmacopeeia,
official at the iime of investigation, and that its own standard of strengih,
guality, and purity was nol siated upon ile conilainer ithercof, and for the
further reason that the sirengih and purity of the article fell below the pro-
fessed standard and quality under which it was sold. Adulteration was al-
leged for the further reason that synthetic methyl salicylate, derived from a
source other than birch, had been mixed and packed with, and substitutied
in part for, the article.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that il was an imita-
ton of, and was offered for sale under the name of, another article, 1o wit,
oil of birch, and for the further reason ithat the stalement ¢ Natural Oil Bireh,”
borne on the label, was false and misleading and deceived and misled the
purchaser,

On October 18, 1920, no claimant having appeared for the property, defaull
decree of condemmnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. BaLy, Acling Secrctary of Agriculiure.



